OFFICE OF THE GOVERNCR
ENVIRONMENTAL FROTECTION AGENCY

January. 24, 1992
To: Doug Liden, USEPA Region IX, WMD, Permits

Fram: Sheila Wiegran, ASIFA ﬁ&
RB:  Draft Cannery Permit Comments
You've done a good jobl My comments are the following:

1. The 1imit and mondltoring for total residual chlorine are not
warranted., The thaw water from Samoa Packing is from the ASG water system
and is recirculated several times to thaw fish before it goes to the DAF.
Star-Kist uses harbor water for thawing and this is not chlorinated. The
anount of water used for can washing is small in relatien to the water
used for plant cleaning and fish thawing, which aiso originates from the
ASG water system. The cleaning water and thaw water are mixed with any
can cleaning/washing water in the DAF. The cleaning water and thaw water
contain significant amounts of nitrogen. Any remaining chlorine at that
point would likely be in the form of chloramines which would be oxidized
to other nitrogen containing compounds eliminating the chlorine residual.
Tha WOS for chlorine is to prevent overchiorination in wastewater
treatmelit yhich leads to trihalomethane formation which is carcinogenic
4nd toxic to fish.

2. On page 4 under 1. Proposed Bicmonitoring, change quarterly to
saniannaal.,
3. Both ASEQC and ASEPA are referred to in the permit and this may be

c¢onfusing. I suggest using American Samoa EPA or ASFPA in the document
extept when referring to the approval of the mixing zone.

4. On page 5, the "Director of Health" is referred to in the fourth
parasgraph. This should be American Samoa ERA,

5. T belleva Cericdaphnia dubia is (p. 4) a freshwater species and I am
not sure if this is appropriate for a marine discharge.

g, On page 6, it refers to a list of locally available species, kut this
1s-not provided nor has it been compiled.

7. On page 6, under D. Receiving Water Quality Monitoring Program,
paragraph 2, you should state that the impacts would occur in relation to
the discharge.

8. Point E and F should not be monitored in the water quality monitoring
program as we discussed.

9. The statement on locating the stations for water quality monitoring on
page 7 ghould ke removed,

10, Undér dye studies, I suggest it should be dve or tracer studies. The
cost of itheSe studies should not be prohibitive.
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1l. On the Sediment Manitoring Secticn, I have the following comments:

a. This 1s only sediment monitoring, not biological, and the first
sentence should reflect this.

b. The section you included starting with the fourth paragraph should be
deleted, except for oxidation-reduction potential should pe added in the
sentence on analysis in the second paragraph, Replication is not
necessary for these analyses, Priority pollutant and pesticide analysis
is not necessary as the ASG has previcusly completed this.

2. I sgggat thae coral reef survey be daleted. The section on dye study
¢ould state: should the dye studies reveal to the American Samoa EPA and

habitat may be impacted, a survey shall be conducted to verify this within
six months of the finding. The Dlan of study for the survey shall be
submitted to the American Samoa EPA and USEPA and approved prior to itg

camencement.

requirément-and responded that it was not necessarily warranted as the
reef originally was not pristine and it is difficult to tie reaf

experienced near depletion due to attack of crown of thorns starfish
approximately ten years ago. The resfs are just beginning to recover,

13, In the Statement of Basis,

a. The EQC should be written out as Envicormental Quality Comission
(ELC) .

b.rhe ASG cannery consent agresment and other elements of the cannery
waste disposal scheme are not referred to. Fat Young can assist.

c. Under IT. Effluent Limitations, you refer to "desalinization
processas!e

d, Under K. Pago Pago Harbor Monitoring Program, you refer to the
discharge: area as pristine. This is not true as it is surrounded by
mzreasixﬁ- develomment and human uge ang 1s highly used as a
trqnsport:ﬁ:tion channel. You could say less degraded.

8. On the Harbor-wWide Ciranation requirement, the current pattemns are
knovn and addressed in a number of documents, It would have been
impossible to construct models of the harbop without save knowledge. A
citculaticn study would likely provide us with finer details,

£, The seicIIiment menitoring is not biological rmonitoring., The main purpose
of the menitoring is to determine the charecter of the sediments in
relation to leng tem high nutrient discharge by the canneries in the
hartor and: 1f harbor recovery will be affected by resuspansion of the
nutrients,

Call me ifiyou have any questions,
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Re: Comments on Cannery Dratt Permit

1 have reviewsd the latest 11/30) dratt of the cannery permits and would
like to pass on these comments:

1. A5 previvusly stated, the inclusion of an e+fluent Limitation for
chlorine is Aot appropriate mor scientitically justified in the canngry .
parmit, It is highly likely that any ¢hlorine will residual will remain

in the effluent. Flease provide the sCiontific justification for this
effluent limitation, shouid You rnclude it in the permit. Star-iist doos

net uke chdrinsted water tar thawing, only Samos Facking does and thig ig
reciroulated saveral times before going to the DuF. Most water used at

hoth Fla/tE is conserved, i.e., boiler watmr 1s used +or can washing

water., Retort water ig gtored and reused. fhis in addition to the mixing
with dhe nftoergen containing wastewater contributes to diminishing any
remaiping chloripe resjiduat. This advice comes fram the Rjency

reeponsible for writing and implementing the American Samoa YWater Gaalaty
Stﬁndards;(ASNmSJ, and who has the lead role 1in irterpreting the HBKES,

2. The ASE is andiaus or probabkly more anxious than the USEF#4 Lo abtain
data on impacte to Fago Page Harber ccosystemn, DUt as stated in the ASEPA
mens of Japuary 24, 1992, a survey of the coral reet is ot justiftied due
to the myriad factors which impact the reefs i FPago Pago Harbor, In
specifying'thiSvrequirement, Feal impacts o+ the cannery discharge may he
missed. What if the effluent atfectg some olhwer part o+ the res+ g
dnother habitat in the harbor because a+ the dispersion and mot that
particular rerf? It states impacts te the coral rep+ "must be recoqnized
immediately", This is impossible to do without traguent sSurveys
imotithly) and the calculation of coral cover, species diversity, etc.

Only the coral reef is mentioned, what about the biotic cummunity? & real
GRreal remf survey would he prohibitively eNpensive, so 1t 15 likely any -
cannery effort would bhe meaninglezs, The FEqUiremnent as 1t 1s now worded
is vaery. general . It should Provide objectives and enamples o+ what a
coral ress swvey should include, I am concerned that AN negotiatbtion with
the canneries on. the monitoring Rrogram, the canneries May suport this
elemnent and reject one of the others whigh has markedly more meaning. A
videw of the regf iIs not adeqguate to documznt real, statistically reliable
impacts. Thiw advire ig provided by the ASEFA and DHUWR who both have
familiarity with the marine enviromment, potlution problems, amd
documentation pp Pago Fago Harbor,

It is important that asers and USEFA avree on the Mo toring program
before providing this te the Ganneries. Should you decide to include this
provision in the draft cannery perm:its, please cansult with ASEEA and
provide & scientific rationale +or the requirement betore release Lo the
Canneries,




1 suggest use of the language previously subm: tted. In additon, mora
meaningful objectives must be provided to the canneries for a meaningful
study.

3. P. 8, paragraph S, "species below" is stated, but no species are listed
b=l OW.

4. LAanguage on use of microwave pasitioning device \p.&) 1s still included
and thie is not pessible in American Samnga., .

U. Please add. oxidation-reduction potential and sulfides as paramaters 4o
sediment mondtoring (o, 7).

4. F. 12, discrete and grab are the same thing.

7. Y andgreass must be gratr as stated in Standard Methods. I belisve
the canneries were compasiting 4 grab samples Previously.

B, P. 22, last RAaragraph, should with be wish?
Fv F. 21, the miXing rane was approved on November 27, 199%,
e On p. 10, the section on monitoring is appropriate. Some ambient data

miy not be avallable for the last month of the quarter. @ECOS is usually
2~3 months behind after we send the sanples.,




